
CS 98-120, MM 02-277, MM 01-235, P44 01-317, i" 00-244 

Apri I 2 1, 200 3 

-Ir 
L 

ORIGINAL 

l l ic I lonorablc Kathleen Q. Abcmathy 
Federal C'oiiimunications C'onimission 
The Portals 
145 I?lh Street. S.W. 
Room 8-B 1 I5  
\Vashington, 1l.C. 20554 

Rr: Diversity of Media Voices 

Dual ('oniinissioncr Aliernathy. 

A s  a Mlow-up to m y  comments last week at the A.G. Edwards luncheon during the NAB 
Convention, I helieve that there is an important consideration that is currently lacking 
Ii-om tlic ('ommission's current deliberations over its new media ownership rulcs. 

A s  \\ c iuidcrstaiitl those dcliherations, the Coinmission is attenipting to f o n d a t e  a 
Iliversity Index that would iiicasurc all media voices in a markct and this Diversity Index 
\ ~ o u l c l  lhcii be used by t l ic ('ommission in rwiewing media mergers. At the present 
liiiic, hx appear to he a iiumbcr oropen issues regarding such an Index including how 
1 0  ;iceui-ately count media voices, what value might he assigned lo the various media for 
purposes orthe Index and how to determine those media that are truly local. 

A s  you iiiiil yoiir fellow Commissioners work through the Diversity Index, I believe that 
yoi.i have  the Liniqiic opportunity to actually incrcase divcrsity in a market hy increasing 
llic nuinher ol'local television voices. How can this be accomplished? Quite simply 
~hIougli tlic ;idoption o r  full tliSital multicast must carry that would rcquire cable carriage 
nl.all f icc o\'ci.-tlie-air programinins sei-vices provided by digital television stations. 

#\s yoii know, under the PAX' Full Digital Multicast Must Carry Proposal, cable systems 
(consisteiil uiilli tiic slatutory limitations contained in  the 1992 Cable Act) would be 
tcquircd to cai-I-y it11 Krcc over-the-air programming services provided by local digital 
IcIcvisioii stirlions. ' I l k  concept has been cndorsetl by public broadcasters, minonty- 

ricd S l ; l ~ l ( J l l ~ ,  rorcign language broadcastcis, rcligious broadcasters and local school 
systums ;rniolig Lithe!-s. It w u l d  crfcctivcly turn a single tclevision station into a souTce 
ol ' i i l i l l l ip lc  Incill voices ofpi-ogramming that, with full cable carriage. would be able to 
i rac l i  i l ic cnlirc local in:irI<c1. T h i s  opportunity Lo actually increase the number of local 
~ i . d i . ~ k i ; ~ a 3  \ t ! i t fS  111 :I 1ii;ir.kcL I S  sotnclliing lhat  m u s t  he lic[orc(i inlo the Colil1mission's 



‘“~”(hntnissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Fcderal Communications Commission 
Page 2 of 2 

current consideration of the ownership rules. I n  fact, i t  could have a profound effect on 
the final dcsign of the Diversity lndex adopted by the FCC. 

As you know, Paxson Communications Corporation has been urging the Commission for 
over t ivo years to adopt a full digital multicasl must carry plan and the impact o f  that plan 
oil the Commission’s dcvelopmcnt of a Diversity Index provides you and your colleagues 
with thc opportunity to create a win-win situation. A truly accurate and up-to-date gauge 
o f  mcdia ownership and the real creation ofnew, vibrant and local media voices in every 
market i i i  this country. The public would bc the biggest beneficiary. 

\'cry truly yours. 

Lowell w Paxson 
Chairman and CEO 
Paxsoii Communications Corporation 

cc: l’hc Honorable Michael K. Powell 
l h c  Honorable Michacl J .  Copps 
The Honorablc Kevin 1. Mailin 
I’ltc Honorable .lonatlian S. Adelstein 


